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JL, More on Hoch’s HW 4/2t/?5 

I've r«ads ais much more as my eyes can take, through the Odio part on 19. 

The collection of fact is not bad, if much worse than I’d have expected of Paul. 

^ is much better at diligent fiigging than reasonable assembling to give meaning. 

The same kind of misinterpretation and error persists. The coiibination, if fol- 
lowed, could seri.ously misdirect an investigation. Example, Hunt and Bay Pigs and Mixon's 
real reason for /fending" the investigation to protect CIA. P. 18. Here we also have 
what I'Ve seen more and more of in Paul, an incredible political niivete. 

I am absolutely without doubt that this is for the guidance of an investigation 
and that it has sis an added purpose steering them away from me. He is quite willing to 
deny information to accomplish this, as the references in the Odio part show. I do, in 
two books, go into much more than Sylvia does in her one. The fact is I go into this ' — 
in tliree and have extensive files and as Paul knows hours of personal interviews. I‘iine_ alone.' 
It bothers me not at all that he has this purpose because I don't care whether any investi- 
gation wants to consult with me. lou know how I have avoided all but one and how indirect 
I've been there. Imd that I want more than anytliing else to return to writing, V.tet really 
bothei’s me about this is his lack of tiie more basic integrity and his inability to control 
his emotions when they face conflict. He has come to hate me, and the only reasons I can 
think of, despite knovang he’ll regai-d it otloexwise, are that I've devastated his work, as 
vath the melons that he rias the gall iio quote in this as though it had meaning; and that 
on each and everj" occasion when we have disagreed vjhera the question was really political, 
he has been wroni;;. he writes in this as in all as though there is no possibility of any 
other interpretation or view and I think he has this Germanic concept of self. I migiit go 
a little farther and speculate that lie has been in touch with Epstein, for whoa he may 
really have done this. 

His rsason for latching onto the weaker case, CIA, is not clear. Hers an investigation 
to being that way it will get nothinb and tiiere will be another wlmtewasn. I an again ad- 
dressing iiis maturity and h^s political sophistication as well as his underataading of his 
own fact, the work he has done personally. I i-emain without other feeling about all of this 
and X'fithout personal resentment, w-lch lost long ago. Hor do I believe tliat any investi- 
gation will have any interest in me and what I can provide except if it takes the initiative, 
I will not be lajilng court to any and I will be awaiting a reading on the intentions of any, 

I think no other approach can mean anytiiing and I do not want to be part of any new covering 
up of anything. What i intended to give Shurch is narrovi in focus, as you know, and for a 
special and quite different purpose than Paul's. It will be enou^ to give them all they need 
to malce their own decision and I'll then be able to read that decision. I will yet do it, but 
my way and time. As you know. I can get it to that committee ay own way and haven't. I think 
by now you are sLifficiantly aware of the special problem Epstein ar.i iiis past r'lid what the 
PBI can say about him presents. (Of this nothing in public or really to an 3 rone. ) But in 
combination ;vito the Paul approach the whol-; thing can be pretty bs,d. i'll just watch and 
wait. At least for now. Published fact c;m have more impact, give direction. 



